





Iﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂ
- 79 - er\OIDa%f2'78.)

Classification: | |

(This form is to be used for ":""'-»“ exfracfed
from ClA——controlled documents.)

‘Based upon review of the Langosch memoranda,
the Committee has determined that significant
information regarding Luisa Calderon ,Specifically
of Nov. 22 _,details of her
her conversation anaf}”sociation with Cuban Intelligence
'\of"”f% AT, ,
were-Mﬂﬂﬁﬁuaga from the Warren Commission. This-
1nformat10n asdescrlbedabove, was derived from
However,
debrleflngs of A-1. From the Commlttee s rev1ew
of the A-1 file provided by the CIA, the Committee
has not found any credible evidence indicating that
other information provided by A-1 to the CIA was
relevant to the work of the Warren Commission, However,
in its review the Committee has determlned that a
as _
specific document referenced in the a-1 flle is

not present in that file.

The m1551ng ltemls(or conclderable concern to

the Commlttee._ It is a debrleflng report of A-lwa ”4{&9

’P ‘)Pv\ﬁﬁ“‘ﬁ( ﬁ‘)o
entitled "The Oswald Case."k (CIA Doc D&spatch—ﬁfGW-

P

b Ere 3/23/65) n March 23, 1965, a CIA dlspatch

records—th& transmittal of the report, along w1th =77

eleven other A-1 debriefing reports.
the listing of the "Oswald Case" debriefing report
is the handwritten notation "SI.“ A CIA employee | g%

who has worked extensively with theiggency files
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system told a Committee staff member that this

notation was the symbol for the CIA component _ si
known as Special Intelligence. Other CIA '
representatives believed the notation was a g’
reference to the Counterintelligence component

CI/SIG. IN a CIA memorandum dated September 27,

1978, the CIA has adopted the posifion that si
debriefing Report No. 40 is a duplication of

the origihal Langosch memorandum of May 5, 1964 %g
concerning AMMUG's knowledge of Lee Harvey

ég%g??u¢.¥vf1k)

ss 4
Oswa d's possible contact with the th * rcrfhelQ 5
;L ha.S h- reselod 434 r: W-Mof\whif-a” Peoc’l‘!("hs '—Wf b

'o ‘]5"\‘. li¢ Tian i § ban oS rMeMer A‘Lw
e Commlttee has questloned‘ AshS SR - e

officers regarding additional information that A-1 may

have supplied about Oswald. Joseph Langosch, when

interviewed by the Committee, stated that he did not

have contact with the Warren Commission_énd does

o E

not know what information derived from A~l's de-

brleflngs was supplled to the Warren Commiiiign’f/?;éCA

! T

i staff Interview of Joseph Langosch 8/21/78; Cite al
F] M
1

]

,v_______..——-———-

Interviews of He;dago & P&eee&o)

~file also stated that

* he does not. reca prov1ded any other information

&
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*The CIA memorandum states in part as follows:

When CI Staff learned of AMMUG-1l's defection
and considered the possibility that he
might have some knowledge of the Oswald
case, CI Staff submitted a list of questions
to WH (Western Hemisphere) for debriefing
AMMUG~1...WH desk records reflect that
AMMUG~1 was debriefed on 4 May 64 regarding
this questlonnalre.../B/ecause the debriefing
on the Oswald case was handled as a sensitive
matter, it was dictated directly to a CI
(Counterintelligence) stenographer on
5 May 1964. /Note' A-1 was debriefed on
several subjects on 4 May 64. -The procedure
was to assign each subject discussed a
debriefing number and they were written
up in contact report form by the WH case
officer. The instructions from CI staff
were to handle the Oswald case debriefing
very closely and not to keep any copies in
WH D1v1510n/ - The "Oswald Case" was .
logged in the WH notebook log as debriefing
report number 40, but the report itself
was dictated by the WH Case Officer directly
to a CI staff stenographer. There would
be no reason to include the number 40 on
the report of this special debriefing for
CI staff, since it was their only debriefing
~ report. We are certain it is the debriefing
report (#40) because  the date is the same;
it is the only debriefing report on Oswald -
listed in AMMUG-1 records; and it it (sic)
the only AMMUG-1 debriefing report in
Oswald's 201 file.

(sl ¢-bp &
(CIg Doc., Memorandum for the Record -Rega;dang
FMMUG- 1 Behriasd RO BOE LS Tt rerd
Casa, 21—Septemtmnr—-r973 p. 1)
1L*7h§
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on Oswald's contact with the DGI except for that
set forth in the Memoranda of May 5, 7, and 8

e =

as discussed herein.

“,’

{
locate A—l./whose presentgrelatlogshlp w1th

‘_/’

the Agency is ambi uoqu but has been unable: “ i |
g Y g 4 dcse‘e ??‘ O RO ?)

toiiocate A-% The C;éthasxalso atg;mpted to

A'

7
to determlne th present whereaboutix The CIA's
/" -” #
1nab111ty tO/locate A1 has beenfa sou/ce of g
concern to thls Commlttee partlcularly in

light of hlS long association with tne Agency
rFemains alemplaie w1 TR Cna,

‘ Thu:/‘.“_l\—.".w 7 rc..ca/r},«-/\_'lyl forma,t/g?/IAg-
_ , T

may havg supplied the CIA about’Oswald. H@wev;r,éwath
the exception of the Ceiaeron episode and on the
basis of the CIA's written reocrd, it appears that
the CIA provided the Warren Commission with all A-1 >
information of investigative significance.

A separate question remains, however. The
Agency, as noted earlier, did not feveal to the
Warren Commission that A-1 was preeent in the
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*An April 1978 CIA communication to the FBI regarding
A~1 states in pertinent part:

Since 1971 (A-1l) has not been involved
o in any CIA operatlon in Miami or elsewhere.
o) ol ~Jogeph-Nerris is the alias of a CIA

representative who periodically debriefs

(A-1) on personalities and methods of the .

_ is 9,,9§§§r CIA involvement with Iy

N 14 (CIA"DocC., 0807602,—CTA 2024%7, /777
o VoI. 4, A-I File 201-749551)

However, a CIA handwrltten index card concernlng
the Agency status of A-1 states:

Informed "Calvia" on 15 April 1977 that
(A~1) is still an active contact, not
receiving any salary, but could be paid if
and when used in an operation. No problems
here. SPOB will kqi hls gcontract in an .
active folder. (CIA Handwrltten Note, g

15 Anril 1977, contalned in"Vol. 4 of A-1 file.

o 8.5 “m

(dass:f ed %y %gr:vahon g Berk

lvcmon




& T 5 v
- 82 - -
Classification:
| SELAEL

(Th:s form is to be used for material extracted .

WashingtorronDCA—aendrellethdocumentey controlled:

conditions, accessible to the Commission. Giving
due consideration to the CIA's serious concern g
for protecting its sources, the fact that A-1's

status was not disclosed prevented the Warren

Commission from exercising a possible option,
i.e. to take the sworn testimony of A-1 as it
concerned Oswald and the Kennedy assassination.

On' this issue, as the written record tends to

show, the Agency unilaterally rejected the possibility
of exercising this option.
In light of the establishment of A-1l's
hona fides, . N - R 3 , his
proven reliability and his depth of knowledge of
Cuban intelligence activities, tﬁis option might

well have been considered by the Warren Commission.

wEm, e,

e
The AMLASH Operation Q-(-oﬁ:ﬂ- é:»i.:r M Ao e tidis A

During 1967, the CIA's Inspector General

issued a report which examined CIA supported

assassination plots. Included in this report

was discussion of the CIA-Mafia plots and an

Clqssnflcanon- Sﬁ{/;;f L
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Agency project referred to as the AMLASH f/ﬁ(,*;z;l‘g

operatlgé;?;iA Inspector General Report 1957

{ pp. 1-74, 78-112y. The AMLASH operation involved
\zﬁﬁigh"t§V§T”EE;an official (assigned the CIA

cryptonym AMLASH/1l) who, during 1962 while meeting

with a CIA representative expressed the desire ggmwm321127l~ £

. ’/W A T . ~‘ V/.._p—- N 2 - $h
assassinate Fidel Castrf,(Ibid., p. 84)) As a
result of AMLASH's expressed ijeﬁEfgg/end-the

CIA's desire to find a viable poiiticalralternative
to the Castro regime, the Agency’subsequently

provided AMLASH with both moral and material

support designed to depose Fidel Castro

pp. 80-94), The AMLASH operatlon was terminated g

-. by the CIA in 1965 as the result of security leaks.
il

/}

(Ibid. pp. 104-10 During 1965, AMLASH and his §

conspirators were brought to trial in Cuba for plotting

against Castro. AMLASH was sentenced to death, but

at Castro's request the sentence was_reduced %;rﬁzzggsr:LiL e
twenty-£five years lmprlsonment. (Ibid. pp. 107 110)

\ . In its examination of the AMLASH operatlon

the 1967 IGR concluded that the CIA had offered both
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The most striking example of the CIA's direct
offer of support fo AMLASH reported by the

1967 IGR states "it is likely that at the very
moment President Kennedy was sﬁot a CIA officer
was meeting‘with a Cuban'agent in Paris and'giving

hlm _an _assassination dev1ce for use against CASTRO."
e »

Lograniaen, e Y
.W /\_‘ P bas

The 1967 IGR‘offered no firm evidence confirming

or refuting Castro's knewledge of the AMLASH operatien
prior to the assassination of President Kennedy. The

1967 IGR did note that in 1965 when-AMLASH-was

trted—iﬁwﬁavaﬁ:/preSS'reports'of Cuban knowledge

of AMLASH's associatidn with the CIA weredated from

November 1964, approx1mately one year after President
.C’:’)um‘"w”ﬁ % .

The Church Committee in Book V of its Final

/‘ b
Kennedy s assass:natlon-/YInld. p. lTﬂF

ort examlned the AMLASH operatlon in great detall.

<k\c, Book. -V, pp. 2~ 7, 67\59) The Church Committee %

NM""M"&M . ‘«.J"/
concluded: ‘
v : The AMLASH plot was more relevant to the

Warren Commision work than the early CIA

assassination plots with the underworld.

Unilke those earlier plots, the AMLASH
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" of the assassination; unlike the earlier

operation and President Kennedy's
' assassination. Although Oswald had been

- in contact with pro-Castro and anti-
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operation was in progress at the time

plots, the AMLASH operation could
clearly be traced to the CIA; and ° , _ g
unlike the earlier plots, the CIA had

endorsed AMLASH's proposal for a coup,
the first step to him being Céstro's |
assassination, despite Castro's threat

to retaliate for such plotting. No oné
directly involved in either investigation
(i.e. the CIA and the FﬁIf"was told of
the AMLASH operation. No one investi-

gated a connection between the AMLASH

Castro groups for many months before the

assassination, thé CIA did not conduct

a thorough investigation of questions

of Cuban government or Cuban exile - T8

- AL
involvement in the assassination.{ (Ibid. p. 5f3§
_ ».._,w“.w-.~ff’j
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S T e e
In 1977, the CIA issued a second-Inspector

General's Rep’ort concerning the subject of CIA o g
Sponsored assassination plots. Thls Report, in
large part, was 1ntended as a rebuttal of the
Church Committee's findings. The 1977,IGR states:
The Report (of‘the Church Committee)
assigns it (the AMLASH operation)
characteristics that it did not have
during the period preceding-the assassina-

tion of JFK in order to support the SSC

. view that it should have been reported é ;235“

s

to the Warren Commission{ (1977 IGR p. )\)

The 1977 IGR concluded that pr [3) the

assa551natlon of PreSLdent Kennedy, the AMLASH

operation was not'an asSassination plot.

Nevertheless, the 1977 IGR did. state'

/ ) ‘n

d to relnforce/the

le Warren”/Commission)

e /E broader view
417 avente of

_ ,spec1 c terms
then s,w in neral térms--
he pos 1b111t of Sg¥iet or Cuban
1nvolvéhent Lh the,d%saSSLnatlon

because of,the tenSLOns of the time.
It is not ‘enough”to be abBle to p01nt

.

£
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to erroneous,criticisms. made tod Yo

they obvious didi-th t the/éct1v1ties
about ghich Ehey_knew. ng relevance
to the Warren Commission inquiry does
not take the place of a record of
conscious review. (Ibld p. ll)

Richard Helms, as the hlghest level CIAa
employee in contact w1th the Warren Commission on
a regular basis, testlfled to the Rockefeller
Commission that he did not belleve the AMLASH

operatlon was relevant to the lnvestlgatlon of’
e

Pgwg;dent Kennedy s death \\(Rockefeller Commis lon,

Gl T I R

(Zestimony of Richard Helms, 4/24/75 pp. 389-391,392)
M AP i 2o,

In addltlon, Mr. Helms testified befd?gwﬁhls

st <o s

Committee that the AMLASH operation was not designed ',:&?:?

- ’ T w
; tqwbewan;assassiggzion Elgfiggﬁec. Sess. mest. of
i o, van

“~&ichard Helms, 8/9/78, pp. 26-27) . _

s e v AT

o et e T A

A contrasting view to the testimony of Mr.

Helms was offered by Joseph Langosch who in 1963

was the Chief of Counterintelligence for the CIA's Special—y.
_— ' Affaj
The Special Affairs Staff was the CIA component Sta%ﬁ

responsible for CIA operations directed against

the Government of Cuba and the Cuban Intelligence

e i A A e L s e,
——— B N -

Services (HSCA Class. AffldaVlt of Joseph Langosch

e T

g

2 e
i e
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Sept 14 lglﬁﬂwgwﬂilf/The Spec1al Affairs Staff

was hea;ded by Desmond FitzGerald and was responsible g
for the AMLASH operation (SSC, Book V, pp. 3, 8, 79)

Langosch, as ﬁhe Chief of Counterintelligence '
for the Special Affairs Staff, was responsible for g

safeguarding SAS against penetration by foreign

intelligence services, partlcularly the Cubanidﬁsﬁn ;L 5

S
,__.,---—As"

e b M gt e

Intelllgence Serv1cesb(HSCA Classified Affi Vlt;)

el

\h”“f Joseph Langosch 9/14/78 P. 3) It was e
Langosch's recollection that.
~..the AMLASH operation prior to the £
assassination of President Kennedy was B
characterized by the Special Affairs

staff, Desmond Fitzgerald (sic) and other
senior CIA officers as an assassination g

~ operatjion—initiated and sponsored by the
\ CIA. drbid.%waum . 3 Ca
iangosch further recollected that as of 1962
it was highly possible that the Cuban Intelligence
Serviées were aware of AMLASH and his association

with the CIA and that the information upon which

' i i SH -
he based his conclusion that the AMLA ’§>567
operation was insecure was available to senior EE%;éigié

o . 3 -
officials, including Desmond FitzGerald. ((Ibid., p. 4)

. However, the issue before this Committee is

o éﬂm‘ﬁe&ﬁsn;_%_ 000112
223053 -

4 | i (élfnssu‘ ly c‘ijerw on _C_.__B_e_rk

o

Oﬂv
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*In response to Langosch's sworn statements, this

Committee has received from the CIA an affidavit

executed by Kent L. Pollock (CIA pseudonym) who "served

as Executive Officer for Desmond FitzGerald during the
entire period in which he was Chief of the Special Affairs
Staff...and discugged with him the AMLASH operation as it
progressed,;ujg;AfDoé?, Affidavit of Kent L. Pollock,
executed ect.l.5., I958= P. 1) Mr. Pollock specifically
contested Langosch's assertion that the AMLASH operation
was characterized by the Special Affairs Staff, Desmond
FitzGerald, and other senior level CIA officials as an
assassination operation. 1In pertinent part, Pollock

drew the following conclusions: - gg

To the best of my knowledge, Mr. FitzGerald
considered the AMLASH operation to be a political
action activity with the objective of organizing
a group within Cuba to overthrow Castro and the
Castro regime by means of a coup d'etat. I heard
Mr. FitzGerald discuss the AMLASH operation
frequently, and never heard him characterize it as
an "assassi&ﬁkion operation." Mr. FitzGerald
stated within my hearing on several occasions

his awareness that coup d'etat often involves
loss of life. (Ibid., par. 3, p. 2)

He also étated: . g

Desmond FitzGerald did not characterize the AMLASH
operation as an “assassgéﬁtion operation®; the
case officer did not; I, as Executive Officer, never %

discussed any aspect of the AMLASH ‘operation with
Joseph H. Langosch; the Deputy Chief, the other
branch chiefs and the special assistants could not
have so characterized it since they did not know
about the pen (the pen was specially fitted with a &
hypodermic syringe in response to urgings by AMLASH £
for a means to start the coup by killing Castro.) b
The case officer offered the pen to AMLASH on the day
of President Kennedy's death. AMLASH rejected the
pen with disdain. /Ibid., par. 4, p. 2/}, (Ibigd.,
par. 6, p. 3) -

s Ta%a
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from ClA—contr ocuments , as an
assassination plot prior to President Kennedy's

death. The broader and more significant issue,
as the 1977 IGR has identified it, is whether

the AMLASH operation was of sufficient relevancy

to have been reported to the Warren Commission.
In the case of the AMLASH operation this g :
determination is a most difficult matter to é

resolve. Reasonable men may differ in their

characterization of the Agency's 6perational
objectives. |

"Based upoﬁ»the présently available evidence
it is the Committee's position that such informa-

tion, if made available to the Warren Commission,

might have stimulated the Commission's investiga-

tive corcern for possible Cuban involvement or

&

complicity in the assassination. As J. Lee Rankin
commented before this Committee:

...when I read...the Church Committee's
report--it was an ideal situation for
them to just pick out any way they
wanted to tell the story and fit it
in with the facts that had to be met

\ and then either blame the rest of it

) on somebody else or not tell any more

or polish it off. I don't think that

Classification: __ -
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could have happened back in 1964.

I think there would have been a

much better chance of getting to

the heart of it. It might have

only revealed that we are involved

in it and who approved it and all - ’:Lfggis

that. But I think that wo ’
~have-at-least-eome._out. ((HSCA Cl s““\\
\QEE?. of J. Lee Rankin, 8/17/78, p 91),

The CommitEee is in agreement w1th Mr. Rankin

that had the AMLASH operation been disclosed to
the Warren Commission, the Commission might have
been able to foreclose the speculation and conjecture

that has s urrounded the AMLASH operation during

the past decade. As history now records, the AMLASH ‘B
operation remains a footnote to the turbulent

. relations between Castro's Cuba and the United States.

.
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